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! REMARKS 



In the Office Action dated January 11, 2005, claims 1-22 are pending. 
Claims 1, 11, and 19 are independent claims from which all other claims depend 
therefrom. Claims 20-22 are herein amended. Claims 20-22 have not been 
amended for patentability reasons. Applicants recognize the allowability of 
claim 18 if rewritten in independent form to include all of the limitations of base 
claim 11. However, Applicants submit that claim 11 is now allowable and thus 
claim 18 is also allowable as originally drafted. Arguments for the allowability of 
claim 11 are provided below. 



The specification and claims of the present application are objected to 
because of informality reasons. Specifically, the Office Action states that claims 
20 and 22 should depend from claim 19 and not claim 18. Claims 20 and 22 are 
! herein amended to depend from claim 19. Claim 21 is also herein amended to 

i 
I 

i depend from claim 20. 



Claims 1-2, 4-6, 9, 11-17, 19, and 21-22 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C 
102(e) as being anticipated by Marinelli, et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,795,237). 

The Office Action states that this 102(e) rejection may be overcome by an 
appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1.131. Applicants submit that a 37 CFR 1.131 
Affidavit is submitted herewith along with factual evidence declaring and 
showing that the presently claimed subject matter was invented prior to the 
effective date of June 2, 2003 of MarineUi. Thus, Marinelli is no longer a valid 
prior art reference under 35 U.S.C 102(e). 

Applicants submits that since Marinelli is no longer a valid reference that 
claims 1-2, 4-6, 9, 11-17, 19, and 21-22 are in a condition for allowance. 

Claims 3, 7-8, and 20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
obvious over MarineUi in view of Blake (US. Patent No. 6,188,189). 
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Applicants submit that since daims 3, 7-8, and 20 depend from claims 1 
and 19, respectively, they are also allowable for at least the same reasons. In 
addition thereto, Applicants below provide additional arguments for the 
allowance of claims 3, 7-8, and 20. 

Referring to MPEP 706.02(1), in order to be disqualified under 35 U.S.C. 
103(c), the subject matter that would otherwise be prior art to the claimed 
invention and the claimed invention must be commonly owned at the time the 
claimed invention was made. Also, 37 U.S.C. 1.104(c)(4) states that subject matter 
which is developed by another person which qualifies as prior art only under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e), (f), or (g) may be used as prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103 against 
claimed invention unless the entire rights to the subject matter and the claimed 
invention were commonly owned by the same person or organization or subject 
to an obligation of assignment to the same person or organization at the time the 
claimed invention was made. This is agreed to on page 7 of the Office Action. 

Applicants, respectfully, refer the Examiner to the assignments recorded 
in the Patent and Trademark Office, which convey the entire rights of the present 
application and that of Marinelli to common organizations. The common 
organizations are Ford Motor Company and Lear Corporation. Applicants 
submit that the entire rights to the subject matter of Marinelli and to the 
presently claimed invention were commonly owned by Ford Motor Company 
and Lear Corporation at the time the claimed invention was made. Therefore, 
Marinelli should no longer be considered as an available prior art reference 
against the present application under 35 U.S.C. 103. 

Thus, Applicants submit that since Marinelli is also no longer a valid 
reference under 35 U.S.C. 103 that claims 3, 7-8, and 20 are also in a condition for 
allowance due to the above stated common ownership and assignment reasons. 
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Claim 10 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over 
Marinelli in view of Andrews et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,482,013). 

Applicants submit that since Marinelli is no longer a valid reference under 
both 35 U.S.C 102(e) and 35 U.S.C. 103 that claim 10 is also allowable for at least 
the same reasons as provided above. 

Claims 1, 5, and 11-13 stand provisionally rejected under the judicially 
created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable 
over claims 1, 7, 10-11, 24, 27, 31, 32, and 38 of co-pending Application No. 
10/250,062. Applicants herewith also submit a terminal disclaimer in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) to overcome this rejection. 

■ 

In light of the amendments and remarks, Applicants submit that all 
objections and rejections are now overcome. The Applicants have added no new 
matter to the application by these amendments. The application is now in 
condition for allowance and expeditious notice thereof is earnestly solicited. 
Should the Examiner have any questions or comments, he is respectfully 
requested to call the undersigned attorney. 

Respectfully submitted, 
ARTZ & ARTZ P.C. 




fp, Regi-No. 50,579 
'elegraph Road, Suite 250 
Southfield, MI 48034 
(248) 223-9500 



Dated: April 18, 2005 
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